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solution of iodide of potash, and connected together by
a stout lamp-wick saturated in the solution. The two

platinum electrodes from a battery were then brought, one
into each of the end glasses, A and B. The experiment
arranged in this way presents in one respect a similarity
to the application of the current to the body. Because
there are only two poles, and the acids and bases appear in
their neighbourhood only in the two end glasses, the centre
glass, s, contains no pole, and it can therefore be used to
represent the deeper parts of the body away from the poles,
and called the interpolar region. After passing a constant

current for some time, I found that the iodide of potash in the
end glasses, A and B, was decomposed into iodine and potash,
while in the centre glass no decomposition had taken place.
It still contained as much iodide of potash as before. Dr.
Steavenson does not say whether he has tried this experi-
ment in the same way, or whether he obtained a similar
result. But he alters the experiment and connects the
glasses with copper wires, and of course a different result
follows. If copper wires be used to connect the glasses,
there are two poles in each glass instead of one pole in
- each of the end glasses. The centre glass, instead of con-
taining no pole, actually contains two. It therefore
ceases to represent the interpolar region. The ex-

periment thus carried out by Dr. Steavenson is utterly
useless for elucidating the point under discussion. His
third experiment, as well as his second, prove in a

remarkable way my contention that "there is no decom-
position between the poles, although there must of neces-
sity be an exchange of atoms between the molecules." To
take his third expeiiment as the best example, he places I
dilute sulphuric acid in the centre glass, s, and a solution of
- chloride of barium in the two end glasses, A and B. Now
what happens after the passage of the current ? The dilute
sulphuric acid, instead of decomposing, exchanges its atoms
of hydrogen for atoms of barium, and forms sulphate of
barium, which remains in the centre glass undecomposed.
This proves the two very points that I contend for, that
there is an exchange of atoms by the molecules, but
ao decomposition in the interpolar region. My clinical
- experience, when ether is given, is quite the reverse

of Dr. Steavenson’s theory that electrical shocks cause in-
hibition of the heart. 1 passed 600 milliamperes across
the pneumogastric in the neck in a case of Dr. Burton’s,
and the circulation, if anything, improved. By com-

paring the action of the constant current on cancer with
that by the interrupted voltaic current, I find that the
former produces a destruction of tissues, both healthy and
morbid, close to the poles, while the cells in the interpolar
region retain their vitality ; that the interrupted voltaic
current apparently causes atrophy of the morbid cells from
pole to pole in the path of the current, if the details of the
application are efficiently carried out.

I am, Sirs, yours faithfully,
Collingham-place, S.W., Dec. 9th, 1889. J. INGLIS PARSONS.J. INGLIS PARSONS.

THE MORTON LECTURE ON CANCER.
To the Editors of THE LANCET.

SIRS,&mdash;In reference to the letter of Mr. Marshall in your
issue of Saturday last, and also to that of Dr. Inglis Parsons
of the preceding week, may I be permitted to call attention
to a short paper of mine on the intimate nature of Cancer,
which I published in THE LANCET of 1863, vol. ii., page 713,
in which I expressed views on this point almost identical
with those which these two able writers have so recently
done, and which views were further commented on by me
in 1868.1 I am sure we have all read Mr. Marshall’s closely
reasoned lecture with the deepest interest, and also gladly

1 THE LANCET, vol. i., page 603.

welcome Dr. Parsons’ suggestions; and further feel of how
little real consequence it is who may have first taken a par-
ticular view of the subject so long as it is true, whilst I am
quite aware that some other author or authors may have
preceded myself in the thoughts I have there expressed.
But whilst I feel sure that we all care little except for the
true elucidation of this dire disease, yet as a question of
precedence has been raised, it seems to be but justice to
myself to point to the above paper of mine published so long
ago as 1863. I am, Sirs, yours faithfully,
Norwich, Dec. 9th, 1889. PETER EADE, M.D., &C.

COMPULSORY VACCINATION.
To the Editors of THE LANCET.

SIRS,&mdash;You have now been good enough to honour me
with a third paragraph in your journal under the above
heading. In the first you were misled into attributing to
me what I did not say. In the second you withdrew that
error, and promised to comment on what I did say. In the
third you do so comment, promising that your readers will
be thus enabled " to judge of the accuracy " of my asser-
tions. Your comment on my assertion, that in the Perth
Infirmary in 1887 there were eight revaccinated cases of
small-pox with two deaths, consists of a counter-assertion
by Dr. Graham that of the eight cases information as to the
revaccination was wanting in five, and that in two more the
’revaccination had only immediately preceded the attack;
and that the two deaths were taken from these seven cases.
I can only reply that this account of events now two years
old differs materially from that given at the time by Mr.
P. Campbell, one of the directors of the Perth Infirmary.
The following extract from a letter of his, dated Perth,
Nov. 15th, 1887, now lying before me, was the authority for
my statement :--

" As you are desirous of knowing about the patients who
had small-pox in the Perth Infirmary, I made inquiries of
the house surgeon this morning. Of the eight patients,
six recovered and two died; all had been at least twice
vaccinated, and some of them three times. The two who
died had been twice vaccinated, but the one was far gone
with heart disease and the other had a complication of
troubles as well as small-pox."
Your readers, whilst judging of my accuracy, will not fail

to judge of the discrepancy of these two accounts. Clearly,
on Nov. 15th, 1387, the house surgeon had no doubt as to
the revaccination of all his eight cases. And the compli-
cations then alleged by the house surgeon as explanation of
the two deaths are unknown now, or at least unmentioned,
by Dr. Graham. I might therefore follow your example,
and call on your readers to judge of the accuracy of Dr.
Graham. But I prefer to avoid a phrase which might seem
to reflect on the truthfulness of a gentleman quite unknown
to me. Evidence, indisputable and undisputed, of the
failure of revaccination to protect from small-pox lies so
ready to my hand that I have no need and no desire to
specially defend any particular disputed case. My object
in asking the insertion of this letter is simply to defend my
own " accuracy," and to show that I did not make the
statement in question without good and sound authority.

I am, Sirs, yours obediently,
ALFRED MILNES, M.A., F.S.S.

Goldhurst-terrace, N.W., Dec. 8th, 1889.
ALFRED MILNES. M.A., F.S.S.

LIVERPOOL.
(FROM OUR OWN CORRESPONDENT. 

Appointment of a Lecturer on Diseases of Children at
Liverpool University College.

DR. PETER DAVIDSON has been elected Lecturer on
Diseases of Children at the Medical Faculty, University
College, Liverpool. He has had considerable practical
experience in the department of medicine on which he will
lecture, having been for some years past honorary physician
to the Infirmary for Children, honorary medical officer to
the Bluecoat Hospital, and medical officer to the Industrial
Schools, Liverpool. 

Cases of Longevity.Cases of Longevity.
Some weeks ago there appeared in THE LANCET notes

of extraordinary longevity in a man who resided in


